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Die Grundlagen der Kantschen Philosophic VonM. von Der Porten. Leip- 
zig, Verlag Unesma G. M. B. H., 1914. — pp. 26. 

This article now reprinted as a monograph was first published in the Annalen 
der Natur- und Kulturphilosophie {Band XII, Heft 1 u. 2). It contains a 
criticism of the fundamental principles of the Kantian philosophy from the 
point of view of 'monism.' Monists of the Haeckel type reject metaphysics. 
They agree with Hume concerning the impossibility of a priori knowledge, 
The author undertakes to show that Kant never proved its possibility and 
that therefore Hume was never refuted. 

Kant's arguments for the a priori character of space and time and of the 
categories rest on bare assertions and not on rigid proofs. The categories 
for instance are regarded by Kant as a priori because they are derived from 
the forms of judgment of formal logic. But that formal logic is apriori is an 
unwarranted assumption. For monism formal logic is genetic and thus 
a posteriori. 

The lack of a genetic point of view prevented Kant from recognizing 
the impossibility of a priori knowledge of any sort. This is particularly 
shown in his distinction between analytic and synthetic judgments. A genetic 
study of these judgments would have shown Kant their absolute relativity. 
Both forms have an empirical source. What appears at first synthetic be- 
comes through a phylogenetic and an ontogenetic process, analytic. As a 
result of such processes certain judgments seem to possess apodictic certainty 
and assume the form of laws. Kant, unacquainted with the phylogenetic 
origin of all our knowledge, was led to explain the apparently apodictic cer- 
tainty of some of our judgments by a transcendental source. The doctrine of 
evolution demonstrates, however, the relativity of analytic and synthetic 
judgments and their a posteriori character. With the rejection of synthetic 
judgments a priori the possibility of metaphysics must, according to Kant's 
own admission, also be rejected. Thus with the refutation of the Grundlagen 
of Kant's philosophy the road is open for a "monistic" epistemology. 

j. loewenberg. 
University of California. 

Die philosophische Krisis der Gegenwart. Rektoratsrede von Karl Joel. 

Leipzig, Verlag von Felix Meiner, 1914. — pp. 56. 

This is a compact but lucid summary of the conflicting tendencies in the 
philosophy of the present day. Our age is witnessing a crisis in philosophic 
thinking. The republic of the exact sciences recognizes no longer the divine 
right of absolutistic metaphysics. In an age of specialization philosophy has 
itself attempted to become a 'special' science, relinquishing thereby its old 
established claim to universality. 

What prevents philosophy from playing its ancient r61e? The lack of a 
synthetic and universal Weltanschauung is natural to an analytical and specia- 
lizing age. The dualism between Life and Thought, however, now sundered 
as never before, is the main cause for the present crisis. The philosophers of 
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our time champion Life or Thought. Proclaiming Life as the deepest cate- 
gory the followers of Nietzsche, of Bergson, of Eucken, of Vaihinger, of Prag- 
matism, of Mysticism, of the New Romanticism are all united in assailing 
intellectualism. The subjective is made to triumph over the objective, the 
practical over the theoretical, the emotional over the rational. This one- 
sided insistence on an erroneous conception of Life is responsible for our scep- 
ticism and relativism. Everything flows as Life does. Truth itself is a 
current in the ever-changing stream of Life. Hence the modern appeal to 
Heraclitus and Protagoras. 

Contrasted with these ' Life-philosophers ' our age is not lacking in thinkers 
of Eleatic tendencies. The ' Neo-Kantians ' such as Natorp, Rickert, 
Husserl — founders of 'schools' — emphasize valid method and rigid system. 
For them philosophy is an 'exact science,' whose aim it is to discover the 
timeless principles behind the flux of appearances, the constant norms, forms, 
types, laws, and values in our thinking and willing. A priori logic has come 
to its own once more. 

Thus Life and Thought are estranged. The champions of Logos reduce 
'life' to a scholastic formula, the advocates of Bios interpret 'thought' 
as one of the instruments and products of the flux. But the antithesis be- 
tween Life and Thought is a false one. It is not true that Life is essentially 
irrational and thought essentially lifeless. Life is organic. Only as organism 
can Life exist. The essence of an organism is order, e.g., orderly relation of 
part to part within it. And organic order is also the very life of Thought. 
Only by ignoring the organic character common to both Life and Thought can 
the two be conceived as contrasted. 

Our age longs for a synthesis of this false dualism. There are indications 
of such synthesis. A deeper analysis of the 'Life-philosophies' and the 
'Thought-systems' themselves reveals the possibility of bridging the gap be- 
tween them. The revival of Hegelianism is significant. And no less important 
is the 'return to Kant.' Kant's most vital contribution is the principle of 
synthesis, the foundation of the systems both of his earlier and his modern 
followers. Synthesis means organization and order. To the philosophy of 
the future is left the working out in detail the common active and creative 
character of Life and Thought and the discovery that Life thinks and that 
Thought lives. 

j. loewenberg. 
University of California. 

Friedrich Nietzsche. By George Brandes. New York, The Macmillan 

Co. — pp. 117. 

This book consists of four essays written at various times and now translated 
directly from the Danish. The longest and most important is that entitled 
"Essay on Aristocratic Radicalism," first published in 1889. Since it pre- 
ceded the days of Nietzsche's sudden popularity, the author was unable to 
assume in his readers any knowledge of his subject, and he gave them bio- 



